DOCKET NO. 1399.1001 

DECLARATION UNDER 37 C.F.R. §1.131(a) 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re the Application of 

Gyu-Yeong SON st al. Group Art Untt: 261 5 

Serial No.: 09/210.472 Examiner THAIQ.TRAN 

Confimfiation No. 6435 
Filed; December 14, 1998 

For. RESERVED PROGRAM RECORD SETTING |\flETHOD AND APPARATUS FOR 
A PROGRAM PREVIEW 



Declaration UnJar Ruin laifw) 



RECEIVED 



Commissioner for Patents AIIC 1 9 7(104 

PO Box 1450 ^ ^ 



Aiexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Dear Sir 



Technology Center 2600 



We. Gyu-Yeong SON and JIn-Hwi KIM, the Applicante in the above-Identified patent 
application declare as follows: ^ 

1 . On September 26, 1 997. we signed an invention disclosure form disclosing the 
invention recited in the above-Identified patent application. A copy of the 
Invention djsclosurB form, along with a statement that the translation of the 
iT^f/^ « Is accurate, were attached to the Declaration under Rule 

131 (a) filed with the Amendment of September 30. 2003. 

^" 2l^£??Sf ^0^?I•,?i^'"J!^!.""f "J^*'®^**®"*^ fbn«arded to the Korean 

Patent finn of YOONES & CO.. to be prepared and filed as a Korean Patent 
Application. A date stamp of receipt is shown on the invention disclosure form 
attached hereto. 

3. From October 2, 1 997, we interacted with the Korean Patent fimi of YOONES & 
r^iH®®« Declaration under Rule 132 in order to have the 

as foltal!^- industrial Property Office. Specifically, we interacted 

a. on October 22. 1997. the Korean Patent fimi of YOONES & CO contacted 
us to set up a meeting to discuss the invention; 

Th2 d^te t-w ^fl'"^^ *e invention. 

■t ^I'lJ""® meeting was as soon as practicable given the 
availability of the attorneys at the Korean Patent finS of YOONES & CO 
and ourselves due to normal worl< responsibilities during woridng hours: 



SERIAL NO. 09/210,472 



DOCKET NO. 1399.1 001/JGM 



c. on November 3, 1 997. the Korean Patent firm of YOONES & CO. provided 
us with a draft of the application for our revfe\/v; 

d- on November 25, 1997, after reviewing the application and as soon as 

pracflcable In view of our other work responsibilrties during working hours, 
we provided our comments to the Korean Patent flmi of YOONES & CO.; 

e. on November 28, 1997, we received a completed application for execution 
firom the Korean Patent firm of YOONES & CO.; and 

f. on December 10, 1997, as soon as was practicable in view of our other 
work responsibilities during nonnal working hours, we provided an 
executed version of the application to the Korean Patent firm of YOONES & 
CO. for use In filing in the Korean Industrial Property Office. 

On December 13. 1997. we filed Korean Patent Application No. 1997-68542 In the 
Korean Industrial Property Office. A certified copy of the Korean Patent Application 
No. 1997-68542 was filed In the United States Patent Office, and was 
acknowledged In the Office Action mailed July 10, 2003. An English translated 
copy of the certified priority document Is attached hereto, along witti a statement 
that tiie translation of the certified copy is accurate were attached to tiie 
Declaration under Rule 131(a) filed wfth the Amendment of September 30, 2003. 

Between tiie period of October 2, 1997 and December 13, 1997, and at least 
between the period of October 8, 1997 and December 13, 1997, we worthed on 
completing ttie application In cooperation wiOi the Korean Patent firm of YOONES 
& CO. dunng our regular woridng hours wifliout Intemjption except to the extent 
that our remaining woric responsibillti^ could not be othenwise delayed. 






Gyu-Yeong SON 





Jin-Hwi KIM 
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The definition of each service in the 2003 survey is identical to the definition used in the 1999 
and 2001 surveys. The median charge for each service in 1998, 2000, and 2002 was: 
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Trademarks 

Clearance search 
Registration application 
Prosecution 
Statement of use 
Appeal to the Board 
Section 8 and 15 

declaration 
Renewal application 
Filing foreign oririn 

registration application 

received ready for filing 

U.S. Utility Patents 

Novelty search 
Original non-provisional 
application on invention of 

minimal complexity 4,008 5,002 5,504 

Provisional application 2,000 2,501 2,993 

Original application, 
relatively complex 

biotech/chemical 8,000 9,967 10,001 
Original application, 
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electrical/computer 7,993 9,970 9,995 

Original application, 

relatively complex 

mechanical 6,007 7,996 8,001 

Application amendment/ 
argument of minimal 

complexity 1,000 1,200 1,499 

Application amendment/ 
argmnent, relatively complex 

biotech/chemical 1,999 2,499 2,806 
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electrical/computer 1,995 2,497 2,501 
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oral argument 
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Issuing an allowed application 
Paying a maintenance fee 
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U.S. appUcation as PCX 

application in U.S. 
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